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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 8-10 and 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Tribble et al (U.S. Pat 5781633 A), hereinafter referred to as Tribble. 

Re claim 8 : Tribble teaches a procedure for communication between at least two 
applications A and B In an operating system intended to prevent application A from 
accessing Information content of an application window B (col 1 , lines 33-45, col 6, lines 
9-12 and col 22, lines 30-31), comprising: 

creating at least one variable by application B (col 13, lines 1-10: "process A only 
needs the agreed key for the process pairAB (e.g., AK.AB) to send an encrypted 
message (e.g. a message) to an object 81 in the process B. If they do not already have 
an agreed key, then two process can generate their agreed key as described in 
reference to Fig. 5 as long as one of the processes knows the public key of the other 
process or, alternatively, the fingerprint of the other process. For example, assuming 
that process A wants to establish a secure inter-process channel with process B and 
only know B's fingerprint 378-b, process A would first issue a message asking the 
process with the fingerprint 378-b (i.e. process B) to return its public key 370-b"); 
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receiving a request from application A by application B (col 13, lines 8-10: 
"process A would first issue a message asl<ing tine process with the fingerprint 378-b 
(i.e. process B) to return its public key 370-b."); 

verifying a value of the variable by application B to verify validity of the request or 
of authenticating its origin (col 13, lines 12-17: "Process B would then return its public 
l<ey 370-b to process A, which uses the fingerprint 378-b and the appropriate hash 
function to verify that the returned public key was indeed from process B. Once process 
A has verified process B's public key..."); and 

responding to the request as a function of the value and/or the origin (col 13, 
lines 1 7-1 9: "Once process A has verified process B's public key, the two processes can 
establish their Diffie-Helman agreed key AK-AB..."). 

Re claim 9 : Tribble teaches wherein the two applications A and B are the same 
(A is equal to B) (col 1 , lines 34-38 and lines 49-52). 

Re claim 10 : Tribble teaches modifying the value of the variable for the request to 
be considered valid (col 13, lines 10-13). 

Re claim 12 : Tribble teaches the operating system uses and manages messages 
between applications (col 6, lines 9-23). 

Re claim 13 : Tribble teaches the value verified by application B is different from a 
predefined value and responding comprises not satisfying the request (col 13, lines 8-13 
and col 14, lines 3-13). 
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Re claim 14 : Tribble teaclies tine value verified by application B is equal to a 
predefined value and responding comprises satisfying the request (col 13, lines 8-13 
and col 14, lines 3-13). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tribble 
et al (U.S. Pat 5781633 A), hereinafter referred to as Tribble, in view of Jamsa et al 
("Jamsa's C/C++ Programmer's Bible, The Ultimate Guide to C/C++), hereinafter 
referred to as Jamsa. 

Re claim 1 1 : Tribble teaches all the limitations of claim 8 as previously 
discussed. However, Jamsa teaches verifying is performed by an overloaded function 
of the operating system (sections 1197). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the teachings of Tribble with the teachings of 
Jamsa, for the purpose of enhancing member function encapsulation (see section 955). 

Conclusion 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although 
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the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are applied to 
specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as 
well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing responses to fully 
consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed 
invention, as well as the text of the passage taught by the prior art or disclosed by the 
examiner. 

In the case of amending the claimed invention, Applicant is respectfully 
requested to indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the structure 
relied on for proper interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the metes and bounds 
of the claimed invention. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Gray, John Shapley, "Interprocessing communications in LINUX®, The Nooks & 
Crannies," pages 262-265. 

U.S. Pat Pub 2002/0065866 A1 

U.S. Pat Pub 2002/0098830 A1 

U.S. Pat Pub 2002/0161880 A1 

U.S. Pat Pub 2003/0055966 A1 

U.S. Pat Pub 2004/0088509 A1 

U.S. Pat 7383569 B1 
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Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DARREN SCHWARTZ whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3850. The examiner can normally be reached on 8am-4pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on (571)272-3859. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/□. S./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2135 
/KimYen Vu/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2135 



